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PREFACE, 




IT would doubtlefs have afforded no incon- 
fiderable fatisfuftion to fcveral readers of the follow- 
ing very valuable tra£fc to have been introduced to 
the perfonal hiftory of the writer ; but the moft 
probable fources of biographical information have 
Been examined without fuccefs. What has been dif- 
covered refpe£ting the tract itfelf is at the reader’s 
fervice.- 



<c The defigned' end to the focinian controveriy, 
a or a rational and plain difccurfc to prove, that no 
iC other perfon but the father of Chrift/is God moil 
w high was publifhed by Mr. John Smith in 




The author di (covers a very confiderable 



acquaintance with the chriftian feriptures, and a 



mind influenced by a love of truth. Thcfe circum- 



fiances lead us to wifh to know more of a man to 



whom the chriflian world is much indebted, and 

A 2 proportion ably 
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p report ionably to lament, that we are not fupported 
by authentic documents in a more ample narrative. 

It appears, however, that the publication of this - 
trait provoked the notice of the civil power, which 
had fo -recently effected the revolution of 1688, and 
afterwards, in other inftances, conducted itfelf with 
fo little refpeit to the rights of conference.** We 
are told that, cc befides feveral libels againft the ftate, 
<c many heretical and focinian books have been feized 
a and ft opt, particularly one entitled, A brief and 
ct clear confutation of the trinity , which was publicly 
ct burnt, by order of both houfes of parliament, and 
cc the author profecuted 3. and one other lately taken 
<c with its author, called A defigned end to the focinian 
controverJy > or a rational and plain difeourfe to prove , 
cc that no other perfon but the father of Ghrtfl is God 
u mcjl high. f” This ineffectual mode of fuppreffing 
the volume before us is aferibed by Dr. Hickes to 

the 

♦ See Statute 9 & 10 Wm. III. c. 32. 

► 

See C€ Some Difcourfes upon Dr. Burnet and 
c< Dr. Tillotfon ; occafioned by the late funeral fer- 
* € mon of the former upon the latter.’’ 4X0. pp. SB', 
1695, with a preface and appendix.— Ap. No. viii. 
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the a Stive vigilance of archbifhop Tillotfon.** But 
whether he was juftified in imputing to the amiable 
and candid Tillotfon the unchriftian pcrfecution of 
the reputed heretics of thofe days may reafonably be 
queftioned. Dn Birch fays, that bifhop Burnet gave 

a ftrong and clear anfwer” to Dr. Hickes in 
cc reflexions” upon thefe difcourfes in 1696 3 f but 
with what effeX, with rcfpeX to the imputation caft 
upon him and his excellent friend the archbifhop, I 
am not competent to fay, not having them before 
me. Dr. Hickes certainly exhibited fo very acri- 
monious a fpirit again ft the character and reputation 
of the deceafed archbifhop, as greatly to weaken any 
infinuation or unproved charge made by him againfl 
his grace’s catholicifm : and in order efFeXually to 
exculpate him from having had any concern in the 
feizure of Mr. Smith’s Dejigned end to the foclnum 
controvert y y which was not publifhed till 1695, and 

A 3 confcquently 

* See the preface to “ Some Difcourfes, Sc c. yy 
which' are faid by Dr. Birch to have been written by 
Dr. Hickes. — See his “ Life of Tillotfon . 39 Bvo, 
1752, p. 7. 



ce Birch’s fi Life of THIotfcn.'’^ p. 345. 
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confequently from having any fhare in caufing the 
author to be apprehended* it is fufficient to obferve 
that the archbilhop died November 22, 1694* But 
from the circumftance of this profecudon, let who 
may have been the -promoter of it, the difeourfer (Dr,. 
Hickes) very ju'ftly remarks, that “ certainly there 
“ mull be fomething formidable in- their books, and 
?c foine reafonings in them, which thefe men of 
latitude” (as he is pleafed to call them) tc cannot 
well anfwer, that they ufe fo much diligence to 
u fupprefs them.”* 

The Unitarian controversy engaged- very general 
attention towards the clofe of the laft century, info- 
much that, when the authority and reafens in vindica- 
tion of the proper unity of God were found too 
flrong for the hoft of orthodox theologians -who- op- 
pofed them, they procured the alii (lance of their allies, 
the tories of that day, to pafs an ait of parliament to 
remove all doubts, and to eftablifh the doitrine of 
the trinity under no lefs a fanilion than the omni- 
potence of the legiflature. Various learned, ju- 
dicious, and mafteily trails were publilhed upon the 

* See cf Some Difcourfes, &c.” pref. p. 6 St 7. 
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fubje£t about this time.# Mr. Locke was a writer 
in this controverfy in vindication of. cc the God and' 
cc father of our lord Jefus Chrift being the only. God 
cc and father of Chriftians/’f Many others alfo, 
though of lefs celebrity,, maintained the caufe of 
the divine unity, with learning, ability, and candor, 
which their opponents could anfwer with nothing fo 
forcible and refiftlefs as a penal ftatute adapted to 
the purpofe. 

It is a flrong prefumptive argument in favor cf 
archbifliop Tillotfon to know, (as Dr. Jortin hath 
expreffed.himfelf,) a that he made fome conceftions 
u concerning focinians which never were, and never 
<c will.be forgiven. him, and that he broke an ancient 
cc and fundamental rule of theological controverfy, 

cc allow. 

* See <c A collection of tracts, proving the God 
fC and father of our lord Jefus Chrift, the only true 
€c God; 5 ’ in three fmall volumes in quarto, 1^691, 
1693, and 1693. 

■J* See The exceptions of Mr. Edwards, in his 
c< caufes of atheifm again ft the reafonablenefs of ebrifi- 
“ unity &c.” examined; — in a third colleftion of 
t rafts. Sec. 1695, and biftiop Law’s preface (p. vii.) 
to his edition of I ocke’s <c Works.” 1777. 
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1C ^Zifru; 725/ adverfary to have either common fenfe or 
4C common honefty . 

4t Now, by way of contrail, proceeds Dr. jortin* 
behold the character of the fame perfons, from the 
u majterly and impartial hand of South : * The fo- 

4 cinians are impious blafphemers, whofe infamous 
< pedigree runs back [from wretch to wretch] in a 

5 direct line to the devil himfelf \ and who are fitter 
c to be crufhcd by the civil magiftrate, as deftrudiive 

1 to government and fociety, than to be confuted as - 
4 merely heretics in religion. * cc Such, fays Jortin* 
H is the true agoniftic ftyle, or intolerant fpirit : fuch 
tc the courage of a champion, who challenges his 
fft adverfary, and then calls upon the conftable to* 
come and help him !”* 

But South is not the laft champion of this fort* 
who, befides configning his adverfary to the civil 
power, “ writes like a man, but bites like a dog.” 
South does indeed call upon the conftable, which 
# implies a deliverance cc by due courfe of law,” but 

Horflcy 



** See Birch’s e< Life of Tillotfon.” App. No. iii . 
or Jortin’s <« Trails, &c.” Octavo. 1790. vol. 5 * 
p. 366 . . 369. 
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Horflcy firft endeavours to excite an exterminating 
Spirit among the multitude, and then to dire£fc it 
againft a large, body of ufeful, or, at leaft, unoffend- 
ing men* There now lies before me a circular letter 
from this bifhop to the clergy of his Welch diocefe, 
foliciting their paftoral fervices in behalf of the emi- 
grant clergy of France, and inviting them to under- 
take a croilade againft the proteftant difienters. An 
extract from this very extraordinary letter will fhew 
what fome men’s untamed fpirit of infolence and 
intolerance will lead them to fay, and how great and 
unprovoked injuries other men are made to bear,. 
An infolence and intolerance which border on in- 
fancy 5. and which nothing but a deprivation of the 
reafoning powers of man can excufe. — <c You will 
cc remind them”' (i. e. your parifhioners), writes this 
chriftian, proteftant, and newly tranflated bifhop to 

the clergy of his late di'ocefe, u that the perfons for 

# 

tc whom we, in the name of God, implore their aid, 
u however they may differ from us in certain points 
cc of do&rine, difciplinc, and external rites, are 
a neverthelefs our brethren, members of Chrift* 
w children of God, heirs cf the promifes ; adheriiig 

w indeed 
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u indeed to the church of Rome, in which they have 
been educated, but more endeared to us by the 

a example they exhibit to us of patient fuffering for 

% 

<c confcience-fake, than eftranged by what we deenv 
4C their errors and corruptions. More dear and near 
“ to- us, in truth, than feme, who, affecting to be 
u called our proto ft ant brethren, have no other title 
u to the name of proteftant than a jew or a pagan,. 
u who not being a chriftian,, is for that reafon only 
“ not a pap iff ; perfons who, profefling to receive* 
our lord as a teacher fuch as the mahometans re- 
ceive him, call in queftion,, however, what is not 
4C called in queftion by the mahometans, the in- 
u fallibility of his do£trine * and under the ma(k or 
44 affected zeal for civil and religious liberty are 
u endeavouring to propagate in this country thofe* 
“ very notions of the fovereignty of the people, the 
u rights of man, and an unlimited right of private- 
iC judgment in oppofition to ecclefiafticai difcipline * T 
44 thofe trcafonable and atheifticaL notions which in: 
<c France have wrought the total fubverfion of the 
<c civil and ecclefiaftical conftitution, the confufion 
w of all rights* the abolition, of all property, the* 

extinction. 
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« extinction of all religion, the lofs of all liberty to 

c t the individual, except that of blafpheming God 

/ 

% 

cc and reviling: kings ! ! !” 

O O 

Such are the calumnies of intemperate paffion, 
of fiery zeal, and of intercftcd and revengeful -in- 
tolerance! 




* 07 , 6, 1795, 
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THE reader is defired to take notice, that the re 

# 

papers were written at different times, as matter did 
offer itfelf to the author’s mind J and For that reafon 
fome particulars are therein touched upon more than 
once ; for which it is hoped, however, that there 
will need little excufe, fince in relation to the whole 
defign it may be pertinent enough. The method 
alfo, for that reafon, is fome what umifual ; but I 
have ventured however to let it pafs as it is, fince 
not method but matter in fuch cafes is chiefly to be 
minded : and I doubt not but that in one part or 
other thereof, every part of the controverfy will be 

found to be both fully and fairly difcufled ■: and I wifli 

* 

none that read it may be of that evil temper as to 
forbear the acknowledgment of that truth, which yet 
in confcience they dare not deny 3 like thofe Jews 
of old, who though they believed in Chrift, yet did 
not confefs him, left they fhould be put out of the 
fynagoguej John xii. 42. 
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* 

TO THE 

SECOND EDITION IN MDCCXCIIL 

IT is prefumed, that the good fenfe which abounds 
in this little tra£t will recommend it to the attention 
of the friends of truth and free inquiry, although it is 
certain, that, fince the author’s time, great improve- 
ments have been made in tranflating and explaining 
many paflages of fcripture cited in it. The doclrine 
of the trinity which he oppofeth hath been proved by 
many learned men in the prefent century to derive iris 
chief fupport from falfe readings and falfe tranflations 
of the Bible, 

M. Do 
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TO THE 

SOCINIAN CONTROVERSY, 



THAT THERE IS A GOD. 

THAT there is fuch a being as God, (by which 
is meant one eternal mind, elTence or fpiritual. power, 
who is the original and firft caufe of all other beings 
befides,) is manifeft ; for it is not poftible that any 
other being whatfoever, could give a being to itfelf ; 
certainly nothing can be more abfurd than to imagine 
that a thing can adi any-v/ays towards its own-pro- 
duftion before it is 

Hence it follows, tnat every one of thefe beings is 
but the real effect of this firft caufe that had a being 
before it ; and this firft caufe of neceffity muft have 
been eternal, and without beginning : fince had there 

B z been 







( 4 ) 

been once no kind of being at all* there theft could 
never have been fuch a being as God, no nor any 
other being befides ; for doubllefs, of nothing, no-» 
thing can be produced, 

THAT THIS GOD IS BUT ONE IN NATURE OR 

ESSENCE. 

And as it is thus plain that there is a God, fo it is 

a 

utterly impoflible that there can be any more than 
one God : for whoever is truly God muft be abfo- 
lutely infinite or immenfe ^ that is, bis divine effcnce 
inujl be boundlefs , and fill all that endlcfs and incon 
ceivalle /pace that is without or beyond the limits of this 
world, as well as this world* 

For it is impoflible, that any being whatever can 
in any rejpcdl be greater than God is , §r contain him \ for 
then he himfelf could not be truly infinite, nor excel 
in all perfections. The nature or eflence therefore 
of God is infinite, and in extent is without bounds ^ 
and it Is felf •evidently impojfble for two or more inf - 
nit Ay extended beings to JubftJl together : which demon-* 
it rates by confequence, that God can be but one as 
to. his divine eflence or nature. 

And as right reafon does plainly teach this truth, 
fo do the ficriptures as evidently declare the fame : to. 
inftance in a few, — The Lord he is God , there is none 
e/e befides him , Deut iv. 35. See now that J y even I 
am he, and there is no God with ?ne , Deut. xxxii.. 39. 
There is none like ihee % neither is there any God befides- 




( s ) 



ihze, i Chron, xvii. 20. 1 am the firjl^ and 1 am 

the loft \ and beftdes me there is no God \ If. xliv. 6. 

JVe know that an idol is nothing in the zuorld , and that 

» 

there is none other God but one , 1 Cor, viii. 4. — T^o 

us there is but one God> 1 Cor. viii. 6. I might add 
a great number of other texts that fpeak to the very 
fame purpofe, but I think it is needlefs in a cafe Co 
plain. 



THAT THIS ONE TRUE GOD IS BUT ONE IN 

PERSON. 

Now as it is thus plain, that God is but one, as 
to his nature or effence ; fo it is evident likewife, that 
he can in no fenfc be any more than one in perfon : 
for if, as fome affirm* the divine nature did contain, 
in it fcvcral perfons, as does the human nature, then 
each of thofe muft be truly immcrife , truly abnighty, 
and truly mojl wife , clfe they could not each of them 
be truly God, ( as feme have unwarily offer ted ^ and the 
trinitarian notion fuppofs) 5 for whoever is truly Gc^l 
muft be every way thus qualified in all refpedfs. 

For if that perfon that is fuppefed to be God be 
not truly immenfe , then fome other being of neceffity 
muft be greater than he ; for whoever is not infinite 
muft be bounded by fome other being, which in that 
refpedt does truly furpafs that bounded being in great- 
nefs : but (as I faid before) nothing can in any kind 

or refpect whatfjever be gieattr than God ;V, or contain 

B 3 him 
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him ; and by confequcnce he alone is truly im~ 
menic. 

'The pcrfon that is truly God mu ft be alfo oU 
mights ; that is, he muft be able to do more than any, 
or than all other beings together can do : for doubtlefs 
none is the mod high, but he that in might and 
ftrength docs tranfeend all others. 'Touching the Al~ 
mighty y fays Job, he excels in power, cli. xxxvii. 28. 

The pcrfon alfo that is truly Gocl muft be moil 
wife and knowing : it is doubtlefs a property efiential 
to the true God, to know more than any other being 

* O 

befides can know : Of that day and hour , faith our 
faviour, knoweth yto man, no not the angels which are 
in heaven, neither the Jon, hut the Father only $ Matt, 
xxiv. 36. Mark xiii. 32. 

Now if that pcrfon who is truly God muft be 
thus immenfe in his pcrfon, almighty in his power, 
and mod wife in his knowledge • then it follows by 
direct confequence, that it is impoffible for more than 
one pcrfon to be truly God : for nothing can be more 
abfurd, than to believe or afnrm, that two or three 
diftindl beings, fuch as all pcrfonal beings are, can 
be each of them unlimited, as to the extent of their 
pcrfonal beings; can be each of them able to do 
more than the reft can do, or that each of them can 
know more than the others know 7 . 

Suppofc, for inftance, two fuch beings as A and B : 

Now if the pcrfon of A can do more than the pcrfon 

of By then the perfen cf B cannot co more than 

the 
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the perfon of A ; for if he could, then would not A 
be able to do more than B y and by confequencc he 
Could not be almighty. 

Again, if the perfon of A be moft wife, and 
knows more than the perfon of B, then B cannot 
know more than A ; for if he did, then would not 
A know more than B y and fo by confequcnce would 
not be moft wife : which evidently demonftrates, 
that no more than one perfon can be truly God y 
fince no more than one can be truly infinite in ail 
thefe afore-mentioned divine perfections* 



THAT THIS ONE PERSON WHO IS TRULY GOI>, 
IS HE ONLY WHO IS THE FATHER OF JESUS 
CHRIST. 



It is undeniably evident from the Old Tc ft ament, 

that the God of 1 fra el, or the lord of ho/ls , is the only 
true God : for thus it is written, 7 hou art God , and 
thou alone , of all the kingdoms of the earthy 2 Kings 
xix. 15, 7 here is none like thee , neither is there any 
God hefides thee , 2 Chron. xvii. 20. T):ou art God 
alone, Pfalm ixxxvi. 10. Befulcs me there is no God y 
Ifaiah xliv. 6. 1 am God, and there is none elfe y 

Ifaiah xlvi. 9. 7 hou J halt know 710 other God but me, 
Hofea xiii. 4. Now as this is plain beyond contra- 



diction, fo do all chriftians generally acknowledge, 
that the God here mentioned was he only who af- 



terwards was called the Father of Jcfbs Chrift. 



And 
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And in the New Teftament no truth is more fully 
and plainly exp re ffcd than this is : thus fays our Lord 
h unielf, F either, — This is life eternal > to know thee 
the only true God , John xvii. I* 3. The fame do' 
his Apoftles affirm ; Blejfed be God, even the Father * 
of our lord Jefus Chrift, I Cor. i. 3. Blejfed be the 
God a) id Father of our lord Jefus Cbrift , Eph. i. 3. 
JVith one mind and one mouth glorify God, even the 
Father of our lord Jefus Chrijl , Rom. xv. 6. FFe 
give thanks to God, and the Father of our lord Jefus 
Chrijl , Colofl*. i. 3. lie Jhall deliver up the kingdom 
to Gody even the Father , 1 Cor. xv. 24. Therewith 
blefs we God, even the Fat her , James iii. g. To us 
there is but one God, the Father . 1 Cor. viii. 6. 

Now it is impoffible, that any one article of the 
chriftian faith can be more fully and plainly expreiTed 
in feripture than this is : the words can be underftood 
in no other fenfe than what at the firft fight they do 
plainly fignify, and they give the moft fatisfying 
anfwer that can be given to any one that {hall a ft 
who God is ; namely, that he is only that moft divine 
perfon who is the Father of Jefus Chrift : And if in 
this cafe plain feripture is not to be relied on, I fee 
not cf what great ufe our bibles can be to us. 



YET 
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YET THIS SO PLAIN AND EVIDENT TRUTH IS 

COMMONLY DENIED., 

For a very great number of profeffed chriftians do 
notwithftanding believe, that in the godhead there 
are indeed more perfons than only one ; and that 
Jefus Chrift, the fan of God, is God alfo as well as 
his Father. But of this error the former arguments 
are fufHcient to convince them : for if none be God 
but the Father of Chrift then cannot the fon be 
truly God alfo, Jince he in no fenfe whatever can be 
faid to be the Father of Chrift that is, of himfelf. 

And certainly if men would refolve faithfully to 
make ufe but of common fenfe and common ho- 
nefty, they could not but be convinced of the 
abfurdity of this opinion, by only reading fo often as 
they do in the New Teftament of Jefus Chrift his 
being the fon of God : for how can he be God him- 
felf, who truly is no other than the fon of God ? If 
he be the fon only, then it is plain that he is not the 
Father alfo, who alone is God : for it is impoflible, 
according to the notion we have of fons, for any 
being whatever to be the fon of himfelf. No under- 
ftanding man, when at any time he hears mention 
made of the fon of a King, is fo idle in his imagi- 
nation as to believe, that thereby is meant the King 
who is his Father; he certainly then muft be very 
fenfelefr, who can think that by the fon of God is 

any -ways meant God, that is,, God moft high. 

CHRIST 
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CHRIST NOT THE TRUE GOD, BECAUSE HET 

HIMSELF HAS A GOD ABOVE HIM* 

It is alfo evident beyond contradiction, that dur 
blefled Lord cannot be truly God, fince both he^ 
himfelf and his apoftles do very plainly acknowledge,, 
that he has a God above him : for inftance, My God y 
my God, why hajl thou forfaken me ? Mat. xxvii. 46. 
1 afccnd to my God \ and to your God \ John xx. 17* 
Him that over cometh ivill 1 make a pillar in tdoe te? 7 iple 
of my God \ Rev. iiw 12. *1 he head of every ?nan is 

Chrif , and the head of Chrijl is God , 1 Cor* xi. 3. 
Blejjed be the God and Father of our Lord Jefus Chrijl y 
Eph. i. 3- The God and Father rf our Lord Jefus 
Chrijl knows 1 lie not , 2 Cor. xi. 31. That' the God 
of our Lord Jefus Chrijl may give you the fpirit , Eph. 
i. 17. Therefore God y even thy God , hath anointed 
thee with the oil of gladnefs above thy fellow s y Heb. i. 

8 , cy. 

Thefe texts are very plain, and need no interpre- 
tation to make them be underflood.- Now if our 
Lord Chrift have' thus a God above him, then it is 
evident, if any thing in the world be fo, that he 
himfelf is not God moft high* 



CHRIST 
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CHRIST NOT GOD, BECAUSE WHAT HE DOES 
IS BY A POWER RECEIVED FROM GOD. 

This truth Chrift himfelf does plainly declare; / 
can, faith he, of my own felf do nothing , John v» 30. 
All power is given unto me both in heaven and in earth , 
Mat. xxviii. 18. When the midtit tide faw his miracles , 
they marvelled and glorified God, who had given Juch 
power unto men. Mat. ix. 8. Now thefc things can 
in no tolerable fenfe be faid of him that is truly 
God : for he that is God moll high hath eflcntially 
in himfelf all kind of divine dignity and excellency, 
and cannot, without the higheft of blafphemies, be in 
any fenfe faid^to receive. them, of another. 

But of our lord it is recorded, that he neither faid 
nor did any thing, efpecially in the work of our re- 
demption, but what , he was commanded to fay and 
do by his Father; 1 have not fpoken of myfelf, (faith 
he,) but the Father which fent me, he gave me a com- 
mandment what 1 Jhould fay , and what I Jhoulcl fpeaL 
John xii. 49. 

.Is he able to fave the world ? To this power he 
was raifed by God : him hath God exalted to be a 
prince and a faviour, A£ls v. 3 I§ Can he give 
power to believers to become the fons of God? 
This power he alfo has received : Thou hajl given 
him power over all flefh, that he Jhould give eternal life 
to as many as thou hajl given hi?n , John xvii. 2. Has 

he power to raife from the dead ? Even this power 

alfo 
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al fo he did receive : As the Father hath life hi him - 
felf fo hath he given to the [on to have life in bin felf, 
John v. 26. Has he power to judge the world? 
It is God that does enable him to do this : This is he 
that iv as ordained of God to he judge of quick and dead, 
ACts x. 42. I can do nothing of niyfelf 5 as 1 hear , i 
judge, John v. 30. 

Moreover, it is thus faid, The glory which thou 
hajl given me, I have given them-, John xvii. 22, 
I appoint unto you a kingdom, as my Father hath ap- 
pointed unto me, Luke xxii. 29* The God of our 
lord Jefus Ghrift hath put all things unclear his feet , 
Eph*. i. 17, 'Now they muff impofe ftrangely upon 
their own underftandings, that can ("unrequited by 

the gofpel) believe him to be truly God, even in- 

\ 

finite in all perfection, of whom it is faid fo plainly, 
that whatever power and dignity he has is given 

1 

him by another. 

CHRIST NOT GOD, EE 'CAUSE GOD AND HE 

ARE PLAINLY DISTINGUISHED. 

This confideration alone of itfelf is a very {Irons; 

• c? 

argument, to prove our lord Chrift not to be really 
and truly God, fince he is every where fpoken of as 
a perfon that differs as much .from God, as a nobl« 
fubjeCt differs from his prince or king. Thus it is 
faid of him, that God a'nointed him. Acts x. 38. 
That he offered himfelf up to God, Heb. -ix 14. 
That God raifed him from the dead, Acts ii. 24. 

That 




'That he was exalted by Gody A£ts ii. 33, That he 
ajc ended to God y John xx. 1 7. That he Jits at 
God's right -band y A6ts vii. 56. That God for ChriJT s 
Jake hath forgiven us y Eph. iv. 32. That he hath 
redeemed ns unto Gocl by his bloody Rev. v. 9. That 
the God of our lord Jefus Gbrjf hath put all things under 
his feet, Eph. 1. 22. 

I might colledl a very great number of other 
places that fpeak to the very fame purpofe, all 
which do evidently demonftrate, that the true God 
is not Jefus Chrift : for if Jefus were fent of God y 
and raifed up from the dead by God y and fits now at 
'God's right-hand \ See. then it is plain, .that there is 
as great a difference between the true God and him* 
as there is between a prince and him whom he is 
faid to honour or employ. 

It would be ftrangely abfurd for a man to affirm, 
that God can be fent of God $ that God can pray to 
God 5 that God can afeend to God ; that God can ft at 
God's right-hand $ and that God Jhall deliver up the 
kingdom to God y that God may be all in all • He that 
can believe tins poffible is fitted for the reception of 
the moft ridiculous and abfurd errors that were ev$r 
found in the world. 
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OF THAT ACCOUNT WHICH TUT SCRIPTURES 

GIVE OF THE PERSON OF CHRIST. 

As from what has been fa i d before it appears 
very plainly what kind of perfon Chrift our Lord 
Is not ; fo it will be iikewife neccflary to (hew what 
the feriptures do declare concerning him as to what 
he is. Now if we confider well the general fcope 
and tendency of thofe facred writings, we {hall per- 
ceive very plainly, that Chrift, or the mefliah, ac~ 
cording to the promifes, was really to be of the fame 
nature with them, which he came to redeem ; that 
as by man came deaths fo by man might co?nc alfo the 
refurrc£tio?i of the dead , i Cor. xv. 2J. It was by the 
feed of the woman that the f erf cat's bead zvas bruifed 7 

Gen. hi. 15. 

To Abraham the promife.was made, that in him 
and in his feed all the nations of the earth Jhould be 
blejfed , Gen. xxviii. 14. Mofes tells the children of 
Ifrael , that the Lord their God Jkould raife up unto 
them a prophet like unto him , Dcut. viii. 15. Of this 
mans feed , (namely David’s,) faith St. Paul , hath God 
raijed up unto Ifrael a favicur , j efts'. Acts xiii. 23. I’d 
the fulnefs of time God fent forth his f on ^ ?nadc of a zvo- 
7 ? If* Ay Gal. lv. 4. From all which places it is manifeft, 
that, as to the perfonal nature of Chrift, he is the 
fame as were thofe human anceftors from whom he 
did lineally defeend *, In all things he zvas like unto his 

brethren, except in being a finner \ Heb. iia 17. iv. 15* 

And 
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And accordingly wc find him almoft every where 
mentioned by that plain denomination and term of 
A AIAN j Ye feck 4 (faith he himfclf) to kill me, A 
MAN who hath told yon the truth , which I have heard 
of God, John viii. 40, After me cometh A MAN 
that is preferred before me, John i. 30. fefus of 
Nazareth, /l AIAN approved of God by wonders and 
figns which God did by him. Acts xiii. 3S. He hath 
appointed a day in the which he will judge the world in 
right eou fiefs by THAT AIAN whom he hath ordained, 
Aefs xvii. 31. There is one God, and one mediator 
between God and men , THE AIAN Cbrift ffus, 
I Tim. ii. 5. But this man, lecaufe he continuctb 
ever , hath an unchangeable pr if hood . Heb. ii. 7. 

But THIS MAN . , after he had once offered one facri- 
fice for fins for ever, fat down at the right-hand of 
God, Heb. x. 12. I could name a multitude 
others, but I think it is needlefs. 

Now to me it is ftrange, that any fhould fo much 
as imagine that the believing and aflerting of Chrift 
to be truly an human perfon fhould derogate from 
his true honour and dignity, when the gofpel does fo 
frequently aflerthim to be fuch ; whereas on the con- 
trary, it is not faid fo much as once, that he is God 
moft high, or that he is one of that facred three 
which do conftitute or make up the true Godhead : 
thefe unfcriptural titles are derived only from the 
mere opinions and traditions of either deceived or 
deceiving men, whofe eyes the god of this world hath 
blinded,, fo that they cannot fee or difeern the truth. 
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THE PRIMITIVE CONFESSIONS CONCERNING 

CHRIST WERE $ 

Not that Jefus our lord was God equal to the 
Father in all kind of divine perfections, nor that he 
was God of the fubftancc of his Father, as he was 
man of the fubftance of his mother, as fome have 
taught in after- times. All that thofe firft confeflions 
do contain was this, that he was the Chrljl , the fon of 
GW, and the faviour of the world . 

This was the faith of Martha ; She fa Id unto him y 
Yea href I believe that thou art the Chrift , the fon of 
God , that JJjould come into the ivorlcf John xi, 27. 
'] his was St. Peter's faith, Thou art Cbrijl ike fon of 
the living God> Mat. xvi. 16. This was the Eunuch'S 
faith, 1 be lit vc that Chrift is the fon of God \ Afts viii. 37, 
This was the faith of the Mariners ; Of a truth thou 
art the fon of Goof Mat. xiv. 33. And the faith of 
Nlcodmius was, IVe know thou art a teacher come from 
God , for no mail can do thefe miracles that thou dfl, 
except God be with him , John ill. 2. 

St. Paul is alfo faid to preach Chrift in the fyna- 
gogucs, that he was the fon of God , A£l$ ix. 20. He 
is faid alfo to teftify to the Jews, not that Jefus zvas 
Gody but that Jefus was the Chrifl , A£ls xviii. 5. JVe 
have feen and do tflify (faith St. John) that the Father 
fent the fo?t to be the faviour of the world , 1 John iv. 14. 
Here is no trinity in unity, nor god- man, nor Hypo- 
ftatical union, fo mu:h as mentioned, nor any other 
of thofe hard and cramping names with which the 
church of God has been fince perplexed. 
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THE UNDOUBTED FAITH ON WHICH THE 
SALVATION OF ALL CHRISTIANS DOES 
DEPEND, 

Is no other than this : *Thefe things , faith St. John, 
aYf writte?/^ that ye might believe that yefus is the Sen 
of Gael and that believing . , ye might have life through 
his 7 iame , John xx. 31. If we confcfs with our mouth 
the lord fefusy and believe in our hearty that God raifed 
him from the dead \ we JJ:all be faved , Rom. x. 9. 
JVhofoever fall coiifefs , that yefus is the fo?2 of God , 
God dwelleth in him , and he in Gocl , 1 John iv. 15. 
TFho is he that overco?neth the workl , but he that be - 
lievethy that fefus is the fon of God? 1 John v. 5. 
Thefe are a plain account of that faith which now is 
indifpenfably required of every chriftian in relation to 
ChrifL 

The feripture no zvhere injoins us to believe, on 
pain of damnation, either that Jefus is God moft high, 
or that he is indeed both God and man, or that he 
was eternally begotten of the Father. It only teaches 
us thus much concerning him, that the man Chrifl 
yefus is the ?nediator between God and nun , 2 Tim. ii. 5. 
T hat he is the propitiation of the fins of the whole 
worlds 1 John ii. 2. Id hat it pleafed the Father by him 

to reco?:cile all things to himfelf Col. i. 20. That 
there is no f aha ti on in a?iy other , Adis iv. 12. That 
he appears now in the prefence of God for us , Heb. 
ix» 24. And that he Jhall judge both quick and 

C 3 dead , 




dl ad, at the latter day. Acts x. 42. Thefe arc funda- 
mentals fo plain, and fo undoubted, that all chriflians 
clo univerfally agree in the profeflion of them,, as they- 
likewife would do in all other truths, were nothing 

but what is really fiich impofed on the faith of be- 

% 

lievers. 

OF THE TRANSCENDENT DIGNITY OF JESUS 

CHRIST. 

And now although from what has been faid hitherto, 
it be plainly evident, that the Godhead does confift but 
cf one divine fierfon only , even the Father of Chriji ; 
and that Jefus, called other ways in feripture the foil 
of God, is no other than an human perfon : yet it is 
plain alfo that he is not a common man , but the chief 
and mo ft tranfcendently excellent of all human beings, 
yea in. dignity above even the angels. 

For as his conception in the womb of a virgin 
was miraculous, .fo were his life and actions a wonder : 
he made a perfect conqueft both of death and the 
devil y and in that great inftance of magnanimity has 
outdone all the renowned heroes both of Greece and 
Rom?, And unto which of the angels- faid God at any 
any time , fit thou on my right-hand ? but to this dignity 
is Jefus exalted, Hcb . i. 13. God has crowned him 
vjlth glory and honour , Heb. ii. 9. And anointed him 
with the oil of gladncfs above his fellows , Heb. i. 9. 
An gels, and authorities, and powers being made fubject 
unto him, 1 Pet. iii. 2 2. 
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He is afeended into heaven in a triumphant man- 
ner : and as he now Jits there cd God's right-hand in 
glory, fo at the laft day fhall he come down from 
thence, to judge mankind, with- fuch a furprifing ma- 
jefty as fhall amaze and confound the world. It is 
doubtlefs impoflible for any human underftanding to** 
conceive, or tongue to exprefs- this in oft excellent 
man’s tranfeendent dignity; his greatnefs muft needs 
be very extraordinary, who is thus fet even above the 
angels , is the head ofi every man, and the prince ofi the 
kings ofi the earth . I Peter iii. 22. x Cor. xi. 3... 
Rev. i. 5. 

And now if to thofe foregoing, confidcrations we 
add, that of his moft admired love to us finful mor- 
tals, in making peace for us by the blood of his crofis , 
ColofT. i. 20: and in undergoing, with invincible 
patience, all* thofe indignities and miferics which did 
befal him in this the courfe of that glorious work of 
his, the opening for 7 /un a new and living way to the 
regions ofi blifs : the confideration of this, I fay, 

added to that other of his moft tranfeendent glory 
and power, ought evermore to raife up in us that 
veneration which is fuitable to fuch moft wonderful 
inftances of unconceivable majefty and heroic affec- 
tion. 
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YET IT IS NOT ANY WAY JUSTIFIABLE TO 

HONOUR CHRIST FALSE Yp 

As the glory of God is not to be advanced by 
fahhood, fo neither can we truly honour Chrift by 
lies 5 he defires no fuch thing at our hands, neither 
at the laft day will he reward us for affirming him to 
be that which indeed he is not : they only give true 
honour to Chrift, who own him for the undoubted 
Meffiah, or the fon of God, and do ftedfaftly both 
believe and obey his gofpcl. 

As for the other vain and ungrounded opinions 
of men concerning him, they no ways conduce to. 
the glory of our blefled redeemer. It is faid indeed, 
that we (hould honour the fon , as we honour the Father * 

v. 23. But that word AS does not import an 
equal honour, no more than it does import an 
equal holinefs and purity, when we are commanded 
to purify ourfelves AS he is pure, 1 John iii. 3. 
And AS he which hath called you is ho'.y y fo he ye 
holy in all manner of converfation , 1 Peter i. 15* 
Beftdes, the word honour is of a doubtful import, 
and doth oftentimes fignify only obedience, as is 
evident from Epheftans vi. j, 2, where by honour 
thy father and ?nother is clearly fignified, obey your 
parents . And accordingly Dr. Clagget^ in his para- 
ph rafe on the place, makes it to he an honouring the 
fon with the fa?ne faith and obedience ; implying, 
that v/c are as much bound to believe and obey the 
go r pel of Chrift in the New Teft ament, as we are 
the law of God recorded in the Old j that fince he 
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is made judge of the world, to be certain he wifi 
not fuffer the breach of his own laws to go unpu- 
nilhed. 

Doubtlefs wc ought to be as careful of a (bribing to 
Chrift thole glories which are his, as we are to give 
to God Almighty that honour which ellentially be- 
longs to himfelf : and no man can think or fpeak too 
honourably of his redeemer, fo long as he no ways 
docs thereby rob God the Father of that truly divine 
honour which is his indifpenfible due. Our lord, who 
fought not his own glory, (John viii. 50.) will give 
us no thanks for luch honours as do naturally dero- 
gate from his Father’s dignity : but fuch is their 
honour who make the fon to be God ; for then, 
fince but one perfon can be truly God, they do affert 
by confequencc, that the Father isnotfo. 

God has indeed highly exalted Jefus, his beloved 
fon, and has given him a name above every name, 
and has put all things under his feet. But when 
all things are faid to be thus put under him, it is 
manifeji that he himfelf is excepted that did put all 
things under him , I Cor. xv. 27. So that not- 
withftanding the great and mighty dignities to 
which God hath exalted Chrift, yet he has ftill re- 
ferved to himfelf this moft fupreme royalty of 
being the God and head af Chrijl . God hath given 
him indeed a kingdom 5 but when the intent of this 
government of his is accompliihed, he (hall again rc- 
fign it back, that fo God in that after- ftate of eter- 
nity may be all in all, 1 Cor, xv. 24, 25, 28. 

answers 
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.ANSWERS TO THE PRINCIPAL OBJECTIONS. 
MADE AGAINST THE UNITARIAN DOCTRINE. 

And now though* from what has been already 

* 

laid, no man whole underftanding is not enflaved by 
the ‘tyranny either of felf-conceit,. in ter eft, or educa- 
tion, can doubt of fo great a truth as this is ; 
namely, that no pcrfonal being whatever, befides the 
Father of Chrifi, is God moil high \ as alfo that 
other branch thereof, that Jefus our lord, as to his 
nature, is the fame with them whom he came to 
redeem. Yet fmee there have been many objec- 
tions railed againft it, l will endeavour, as briefly as- 
I can, to give them fuch reafonable anfwers as fhall 
make thefe truths beyond exception. 

OF THE NAMES OF GOD GIVEN TO CHRIST. 

Some objeft, that Chrift of neceflitv muft be 

* * 

God, fince in feveral places of feripture he is ex- 
prefily called by the name of God. I anfwer, a God 
he undoubtedly A, and a mighty God toe , according to 
the way of expnfjion ufed in thefe ar.tient tunes > in 
which thefe were called Gods who either reprefented 
God’s peifon, or added in his name and by his au- 
thority : but he is not God Almighty . 

When the jews did accufe him for making him- 
£;lf God* he thus vindicates Mils innocence \ If 
faith he, they arc called Gods to whom the vjord f God 
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x a me— Say yc of him whom the Father hath fanSlified) 
and font into the worlds thou hlafphcmefi , bccaufe I jaid 
I am the fin of God? John x. 35, 36. Chrift: had 
as good a right to this title as any of the reft, if not 

1 

a better, and therefore it could be no blafphemy to 
appropriate the fame to himfelf, had he done fo ; but 
they lied, for he did not do it, he only faid, that he 
was the fin of God , calling God his Father, 

OF THE MEDIATION OF JESUS CHRIST. 

Others object, that if Chrift were not God as 
“well as ! man, he- could not have been a fit mediator 
between God and man, fince in fuch a cafe, fay 
they, he ought no way to be exa£Uy the perfon con- 
cerned. A fit mediator between God and man mu ft 
•neither be only God, nor only man, but one who, 
by nature, is between thefc two, even God as well 
as man. ' 

I anfwer : It is not neceflary, that a mediator 
ftiould be of fuch a middle nature, nor does the 
feripture any where aflert it : there is always -fup-. 
pofed in -the work of reconciliation, one offended, 
another offending, and a third not concerned in the 
quarrel, interpofing to make peace between them. 
Now in this fenfe Chrift, though but a man, was a 
very fit and proper mediator : Had he been God, he 
•had been the party offended ; had he been a finful 
man, he had been one of that party that gave the 

offence $ 
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offence 3 but being a man pcrfe&ly righteous, he 
therefore was fit to intercede between God and 
finners. 

That Chrift is our mediator is plain and evident 3 
and it is as plain, that he is only a man, and not 
bo-th God and man, as foine aflert: 'There is, faith 
the feripture, one God , and o?ic mediator \ between God 
and men , the man Chrift JeJus , 2. Tim. ii, 5. And 
it is moft wonderful, that, in a matter fo manifeftly 
evident, men ftiould dare impofe upon the world 
another faith, or be induced to believe contrary to fo 
plain and evident a part of God’s word, 

OF THE ONENESS OF GOD AND CHRIST. 

• Others obje&r, that Chrift: Jefus mutt needs be 
God, becaufe it is faid, I and my Father are one , 
John x. 30. And again 3 There are three that bear 
record — and thefe three are one , 1 John v. 7. To 

thefe I anfwer, that though -it is faid they are one, 
yet it is not faid what one they are 3 ii is not faid they 
are one GocL This is only the ungrounded aflertion 
either of fome eafy-minded, or elfe of feme hcedlefsly 
bold and daring men. 

Doubtlefs by that paffage, 1 John v. 7, is meant, 
that thefe three are one as to the record, which they 
are there faid to bear 3 they perfedlly agree in that wit- 
nefs which they give concerning Jefus his being truly 
the Chrift, as the foregoing verfes do plainly intimate. 

As 
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As for that other p adage, John x. 30, it is plain, 
'that the onenefs there meant is a myfticai or moral, 

and not a natural onenefs : and it is doubtlefs ex- 

* 

plained by John xvii. ir, where our faviour prays, 
that hrs difciples might he one as be and bis Father 
lucre one ; that they , faith he*, may he one , as thou 
Father art in me , and I in thee , that they may he one 
in us , ver. 21, which denotes an onenefs only in the 
fame mutual affe&ion, for believers can be one in no 
other fenfe but this : and lock what onenefs there 
ousht to be between one true believer and another, 

O 

the fame onenefs there is between Chrift and God, 
an inward intimacy* like that between real friends, 
of whom it is ullial to fay, they are all one, one in 
heart* and one in mind j as thofc in Acts iv. 32, are 
faid to be-, 

OF THE EQUALITY OF GOD AND CHRIST. 

Some object, that Chrifr mufl be God as well as 
his Father, becaufe it is faid, that he thought it no 
robbery to he equal with God \ Philip, ii. 6. To this I 
anfwer, that Chrift himfeif hath told us, that his 
Father is greater than he , John xiv. 28, Hence it is 
plain, that if the fon be any ways equal to the 
Father, yet it is really but in fome particulars ; for 
weie the fon equal to the Father in every refpedt, 

D then 
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then it were impofliblc for the Father to be greater 
than he. 

Whence it is clear, that the foil cannot be equal to 
the Father in all things, though in fome things he 
may. For inftance, as God can fave believers, fo 
this alfo Chrift can do ; but this power of Chrift is 
not an eflential, but a derived power j Thou haft 
given him power over all jlejh , that he Jhould give 
eternal life to as many as thou haft given him y John 
xvii. 2. Thefe are cur faviour’s own words ; and 
it is plain, that he from whom he receives the 
power muft in power be fuperior unto him : he 
is not therefore almighty, and fo by confequence not 
God moft high, as the objection would fuppofe. 

OF CHRIST’S BEING THE MAKER OF THE 

WORLD. 

Some objedf, that. Chrift is laid to be the maker 
of the worlds, Heb. i. 2, and that all things were 
made by him, John i. 3, and therefore, fay they, 
he of neceflity muft: be God eternal* I anfwer, 
many things are fpoken of Chrift figuratively, as he 
is called a way, a door, a vine ^ and the bread in the 

facrament is faid to be his -body. Now thefe, as 

✓ 

thofe like wife which affirm him to b£ the maker of 
the world, are figurative or myftical expreffions, in 
which one thing is faid to figni'fy another, as the old 
creation to fet forth the hew* 
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There arc in the feripture many dark and difficult 
callages, hard to be underflood, as St- Peter ex- 
p relics it, 2 Epift. iii. 16, which arc doubtlefs true 
in fomc fenfe or other, could we be fo happy as to 
hit upon the right : but in the mean time, till this 
can be done, it i-s certain that that can never be the 
right fenfe which contradicts the cleared: and the 
plained: parts of the bible, as well as the great eft and 
mod: certain evidences of human under {landing. 

The general current of the feripture declares 
plainly, that ChriJ? y or the was • derived 

from the feed of Abraham ; that he was the fon of 
David ; that he was made of a woman . Wherefore 
it is felf-evident, that in a literal fenfe he could never 
be the maker of the world, whofe true anccftors 
were human perfons, and who was born, or whofe 
being did firft begin to be, feme thoufands of years 
after the world was made. All fcripturcs therefore 
that affirm Chrift to be the maker of the world. , and to 
be the maker of all things , mud: be fuppofed to /peak 
figuratively , and are no-ways to be underflood in 
their literal fenfe and meaning. 

In all fuch cafes as this is, it is fafer to fay, that 
we cannot underfland truly in what fenfe thefe ferip- 
tures are to be taken, than it is to conclude, that 
they mean that which other more numerous and 
plain places of feripture,. as well as reafon, do make 

to be impoflible. 
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OP THE TWO NATURES OF JESUS CHRIST, 

When we urge thofe fcriptures which fay that 
{jhrljl has a God above him ; that he could do nothing 
cf himfclf y that he knew 72ot of the day \ of judgment ; 
that, he died to redee?n mankind . The oppofers reply*, 
that this is meant only as to his manhood or humane 
nature, but not as to his divine nature : for as he 
was God, none was his fuperior ; he had all power 
ellentially in himfelf, knew all things, and. was truly • 
immortal. 

0 

L anfvver ; if Chrift had really two natures in him* 
fo that thereby he bad been truly God as well as 
man, the perfon thus conftituted or made up of two 
fuch natures could never have died according to his, 
humane nature, if by his divine nature he had been 
truly God too : for how could he in perfon have 
been mortal in one capacity, if he had been on the-' 
contrary immortal in another ? He alfo could not 
poflibly have been ignorant in one capacity of what 
he knew in another; nor could he have wanted any- 
kind of power, if in any of his capacities he had had 
all po-wer efTentially in himfelf ; one capacity mujl 
needs have fupplied the dcf dh ft the other 3 cfpecially 
the ft render of the weaker, 

O 
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OF CHRIST, HIS BEING THE SON OF GOD. 

It is obje&ed, that as Chrift Jefus our lord was 
begotten by God on the body of. the virgin; fo he 
muft neceffarily be God of the fubftance of his Fa- 
ther, as he was man of the fubftance of his mother* 
In anfwer to this I fay, that when the angel faluted 
the virgin with the glad-tidings of her being defigned 
to be the mother not of God> but of the promifed 
meffiah, he told heiv that the Holy Ghojl fliould come 
upon bcr y and the power of the highcjl Jhould over - 
Jhadotu her ; and that therefore that holy thing which 
jhould he horn of her fould be called the fon of God y 
Luke i. 31, 35*. 

Now in the relation of this meflage thefe follow-- 
iiig particulars are remarkab’e : 

Firjl ; That Jefus our lord is the fon of God’s 
power only, and not of his perfon ; the power of the 
highejl Jhall overjbadow thee. It was of the woman 
only that he was made, Gal. iv, 4. (He was not 
generated, as fome think, out of his Father's fub- 
ftance) and fo by confequence was the fon only of 
his miraculous and almighty power. 

Secondly ; It is not faid, that therefore he fhall be the 
natural fon of God in that fenfe, as one man is the 
natural fon of another ; but therefore he fhall be 
called the fon of God, or he fhall fo be, and be fo 
reputed, becaufe in this one particular Injtance God 
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was to him in fie ad of a father, not a father in the 
way that men are fathers to their children, but a 
father in re fp c cl of the virgin’s receiving a power 
from God ; thus in an uncommon manner to con- 
ceive in herfclf a fon of Jofepb and David y ver. 

3*5 32. 

From what has been faid I think it appears plainly* 
that Chrift his being God of the fubftance of his 
father is an ungrounded conceit. ‘ The generation 
of our lord Jefus may be better accounted for another 
Way : for God the almighty architect, and moft- 
wife contriver of the creation, has referved to him- 
felf a power to alter the courfe of nature whenfoever 
he pleafes ; and as of a rib taken out from the fide of 
Adam he made a woman, fo by the fame omnipotent 
power he did enable a virgin woman to conceive a 
fon. If God had power out of mere (tones to raife 
up children unto Abraham^ Mat. iii. 9. we ought not 
to think it incredible, that in this miraculous manner 
he fhould out of the pofterity of Abraham raife 
up this feed fo wonderfully to be the world’s re'- 
deemer. 

©F THE POWER BY WHICH CHRIST DID 

MIRACLES. 

'Some I find are ftrongly perfuaded, that none but 
a per fon truly God could do thofe wonderful works 
that Chrift did. To fuch I anfwer, that a man who 

is 




( 3FI ) 



is no God can do things that arc miraculous, when’ 
God gives him a power to perform them. This is 
evident in thofe which Mofes did, and in thofe alfo 
which were wrought by the apoftles. The works of 
Chrift indeed were extraordinary, yet not done by a 
power inherent in himfelf, but by a power derived 
from God : for himfelf tells us, that all power was 
given unto him both in heaven and in earthy Mat. 
xxviii. 1 8. He was a ?na 7 i approved of God (faith 
the apoftle) by ?niracksy wonder s r and figns which 
God did by hwiy Adis ii. 22. 

This power God did beftow on Chrift, to be only 
an evidence of his being the true mefliah : Rabbi y 
faith Nicodemusy zue know that thou art a teacher come 
from God 7 for no. man can do thefe things that thou doji 
except God be with hiniy John iii. 2. "The works- , 
faith Chrift, which the Father hath given me to finiJJjy 
the fame works that I do , bear witnefs of me y John 
v. 36. His works were an. evident proof, that he 
was no impoftor, but a true and moft wonderful 
prophet ; yet ftill he is faid to be but a ?nan , a ??ia?i 
whom God was with, a man by whom God did 
wonders-. 
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I 

OF THE INCOMPREHENSIBLENESS OF GOD'S 

NATURE. 

Some obje&, that we muft not think to com- 
prehend the infinite nature of God, nor underftand 
fully every particular that does relate to his divine 
perfections * for- God is incomprehenfible, and may, 
for aught we know, be that which yet we cannot 
plainly undcrftand him to be, namely three in perfon, 
though but one in eflcnce. 

I anfvver y feme of God’s divine perfe&ions are 

felf-evident, and it is impoffible that we can be 

miftaken therein : we are infallibly certain that he 

muft be immenfe in perfon, • almighty, in power, and 

moft wife in knowlege.. And although we cannot 

know what God is in every refpect, yet at the fame 

time we may know certainly what indeed he is not ;• 

we know certainly, that he is net a me 777,. or that he 

was made of a woman, as Chrift wash we know 

certainly that he is not mortal, or that he cannot die,. 

* 

as Chrift did and we know certainly that he has- 
?iot a God above him , as Chrift had ; and we know 
certainly, that he has not' received any kind of power from 
another,, as Chrift Jefus is faid to do. 

And as one truth naturally infers another, fo we 
do from hence affuredly conclude, that the perfon of 
Jefus our lord is not truly God , for he ivas made of 
a 'woman. Gal. iv. 4. lie died to redeem us , 2 Cor. v. 
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$4. He had a God above 1 Cor. x;. 3 A ad' 

he did receive all the power he had of another , John v» 
30. Mat. xxviii. 18. 

We alfo know certainly, that it the divine 
godhead did confift of three perfons, that then nei- 
ther of the three perfons lingly can be God. If all 
three be bat that one God together ^as die trinita- 
rians aflert), then no cnc of them can be the true- 
God by himfdf: for the fame denomination cannot 
properly fit each per foil fingly, as does fit them 
when conjoined in one mutual relation; for then they 
might be faid to be indeed three fupreme godheadsy 
which is utterly impoffible. 

We alfo know certainly, that if any of the three- 
perfons, faid to be in the godhead, be God by him- 
fel as we have proved God the father undoubtedly 
is, then all the reft are but fuperftuous and unne- 
cefiary, as to the conftitution of a godhead : for one 
infinite; almighty, and moft wife perfon is as fuf- 
ficient to all the purpofes of a godhead, , as ten thou fund 
deities : but if three bo but the one true God together, 
then no one of them can be that one true God by 
himfelf alone. 

Laftly, we may be infallibly certain, that if doc-*, 
trines grounded on fo many numerous and great, 
evidences both of feripture and' felf- evident reafon,, 
as thefe are, That God is bat one in perjbn ; that the 
perfon who is truly God \ is no other than the Father of 
f f us Cbnft ; and that the moft excellent of men , even 
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Jtfus Chrljl j was only a man y be fal fe *, then we cannot 
be certain of the truth of any other principle in re- 
ligion r if the evidences here collected do deceive us* 

* 

it is in vain to hope, by any other methods to find 
the truth. 



OF THE COMING DOWN OF CHRIST FROM 

HEAVEN. 

Some, as a proof of our faviour’s godhead, urge 
thofe texts of feripture, where it is Paid* Me came 
clown from heaven ; came forth from the father , and 
afe ended up where he was before . To which I an- 
fwer, that thefe prove not that for which they are 
intended, fince it is plainly inferred from other ferip- 
tures, that Chrift, fome time before he was fent to 
declare the glad-tidings of the gofpel, was aflumed 

or taken up from the earth into his father’s more im~ 

* 

mediate prefence, (as St. Paul was fome time after 
into the third heaven) there to be* inftrudled in the 
mind and will of God, and to be invefted with that 
great dignity and power of being a prince and a 
faviour.. 

To this the prophet Daniel's vifion plainly alludes ;• 
I fnv y faith he, in the nigbt-vifons y and behold one 
like the fn of man came to the antient cf days , and they 
brought him Before him *, and there zoas given him do- 
minion and glory , and a kingdom , that all people , and 
nations , and languages fmdd ferve kiw y Dan. vii. 13. 
And from the words of our faviour himfelf it is plain, 

that 




( 35 5 



that lie afeended up into heaven before he came 
down to declare his father’s will to men ; man f 
faith he, bath afeended into heaven , but he that • came 
down from heaven^ John iih 13. But no man but 
Chrift ever came down from thence* which he never 
could have done had he not-firft afeended up thither. 
And that he was taken up to be inflrucled in the 
doftrine he was to publifh to the world, is plain alfo \ 
7 he Father , faith he, that fent me , he. gave me a co?n- 
mandment what I Jhould fay , and what I Jkould fyeak*> 
John xii. 49,, 

The redemption or reftoration of mankind was -a 
work of prodigious difficulty ; and God, who had 
fore-ordained our faviour for the performance thereof, 
did for his greater encouragement prefen t to his view 
the glories , which before the world was (John xvii. 5.) 
he had defigned as a -reward for his foil the meffiah : 



and it was dotrbtlefs this fore-tafte of the divine and 
heavenly happineis -that animated him with courage 
and fortitude to encounter all the difficulties that 
flood in his way. Hence it is laid, that he for the 
joy that was fet before him did endure t the crofs , and 
defpife the fame , Iicb. xii. 2. 



OF THE ETERNITY OF CHRIST. 

Some objeef, that Chrift is faid to be before 
Abraham, before all things , and that he had glory with 
'God before the . world was . This, fay they, proves 
him to be eternal, and by confequencc God. I an- 

fvver, 
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ftoer* it is impojjibh that Ghr'jl can be the true and 
living God , fince it is plain from what has been faid 
in the former part of this work, that no perfon is 
truly God hut the father of Chrift, and that Chrift 
has a Go i above him . 

.It is impofiible for Chrift to be eternal : for if God 
be his Father, as all acknowledge* then there was a 



time when the fon had not a being : for to be a fon, 
and to be equal in duration with his eternal Father 
that begot him* is undoubtedly impofiible. Befides, 
We are told plainly* that the fon was firfl: fore-ordained 
before he came, to have a beincr in thefe latter times, 

w + 

I Pet. i. 2o« Now no fore-ordained being can pof- 
fibly be eternal, fince he that did ordain his being 
mu ft be before him of necefiity *, and none but the 
very firfl of all beings can be truly eternal. 

Ho v/ could he have a being before Abraham * fince 
it is declared he was of the feed of Abraham ? How 
could he he before David \ when it was out of David's 
pofterity that God raifed up Jefus according to his 
promife ? And fince Jefus the fon of God was made of 
a woman , Gal. iv* 4. he could not be more antient in 
time than his mother that bare him. 

It follows then that thefe fc riptures on which the 
objeftion depends are purely figurative, and are not 
to be underflood in their literal fenfe and meaning;.; 
they declare indeed, that Chrift in fame fenfe or other 
was before all things, before Abraham , and had glory 

before 
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before the world was, but not in that fenfe which the 
objectors fuppofe. 

For it is not reafonable they fhould be underflood 
in fiich a fenfe as contradicts both common under- 
Handing, and the greateft and plained part of all the 
bible ; they are places of the fame nature with thofe 
which St. Peter affirms are hard to be under floods 
2 Pet. iii. 1 6, and for that reafon muft by interpre- 
tation be brought to fuch a fenfe as is agreeable to 
the analogy of faith, and the mod general fcope and 
defign of the holy feriptufes : that is to fay, that 
Chrift was before Abrahcnn , and before the world, 
li fc. in the fore-ordination, decree and counfel of • 
God, as in very deed St. Peter interprets them, 
when he faith thus of Chrid, that he verity was 
fore-ordained before the foundation of the world \ but 
was mamfejl in thefe lajl times , i Pet, i. 20. 

OF TP1E SATISFACTION THAT CHRIST MADE 

TO GOD. 

Some argue thus; that if Chrid had not been 
God, the facrifice he offered, or the futisfaCfion he 
made for finners, would not have been of that infi- 
nite worth which was ncceflary to fatisfy the infinite 
jufltce of an offended God. I anfwer ; T he holy 
feriptures do not any where declare this doCtr/ne, 
but on the contrary they tell us, that as by the offence 
of one judgment came upon all men to condemnation ; 
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fo ly the right eoufnefs of one the free gift came upon all 
.men to juflif cation of lift Rom. v. i 8. 

In which words are contained the whole docSlrine 
of the fatisfa£tion .of Chrift ; and they imply thus 
•much only, that God was fo infinitely well pleafed 
with the unfpotted righteoufnefs of his fon, that for 
his fake he entered into a new covenant. of grace and 
mercy with mankind, wherein he did engage himfelf 
to be ftill their God, and to. afford them new means 
of becoming his people. 

Thus did God, in infinite mercy, take all men again 
into favour for the fake of one perfectly righteous 
perfon, as in infinite juftice he had before included all 
men under fuffering for their fir ft father's fin and 
tranfgreffion : So .that as by man came deaths the 
punifhment due to the breach of the ftrft covenant, fo 
ly man came alfo the refur reft ion from the dead , I Cor. 
xv. 21. All which was not the effect of anyequivar 
lent price which by Chrift was given to God, but of 
the righteoufnefs or obedience, which he performed 
to his father's command : -for as by one man's difobe - 
diene e many were made firmer s ; fo by the obedience of 
one foall many be made righteous , Rom. v. 19. 

Had Chrift given to God, or made in our ftead 
fuch a fatisfaclion as had been equivalent to the 
tranfgreffions of all men, in order to redeem them, 
how then could eternal life be the free gift of God ? 
Ho w then could we be faved by free grace ? and how 
could our fins be faid to be forgiven ? for gift, and 

grace, 




( 39 ) 



grace, and "forgivenefs, arc not proper terms where 
an equivalent hath been received. 

In the feripture it is faid indeed, that Chrift hath 
obtained eternal rede?nption for us , Heb. ix. 12. That 
our peace is made through the blood of his crofs , CoL- 
i, 20. That we were reconciled unto God by the death 
of his fon , Rom. v. 10. But it fpeaks not fo much- 
as one word of an equivalent. 

But is it not faid, fay fomc, that we arc bought with 
a pricey. I Cor. vi. 20 j and that the fon of man has 

9 

given his life a ran fan for many? Mat. xx. 28. X 
anfwer ; thefe are but improper expreflions, and are 
of the fame nature with thofe which attribute hands, 
and eyes, and ears to God,, which only imply that 
fuch aefts are done by God which men ufually perform 
by thefe bodily parts : Even fo Chrift is faid to ran- 
fom us, and to buy us with a price, becaufe by his 
.means we do receive benefits equivalent to what they 
.do who are fet free from any kind of mifery and bon~ 
dage, by the payment of a price to them in whole 
bondage they are.. 

I fhall, as a clofe to what I have to fay on this 
head, add, that the juftice of God fpoken of is 
fatisfied in a manner different from that which the 
adverfary fuppofes : that is to fay, the juftice of God 
is fatisfied in the certain punifhmcnt of Adam' s tranf- 
grefiion. Adam was commanded not to eat of the 
forbidden fruit on pain of death. This command he 
tranfgrefled : and it is evident, that the punifhment 
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was accordingly inflidted, for Adam died, and all b?s 

I 1 

poftemy do die likewife. Now when the penalty is 
thus inflicted, .it is plain that juftice is fatisfied, and 
God in equity can require no more : but had not 
Chrift obtained the favour to reftore us to life after 
the punifhment was thus inflidled, there had then 
been an end of mankind for ever. 

From hence it is apparent how idle their fancy, is 
who imagine Chrifl: fuffered what all mankind fhould 
have differed, in order to free them for ever from 
differing the fame. For it is plain beyond contradic- 
tion, that we are not freed from death, the puniflx- 
ment due to that firft tranfgreflion, for we all die ; 
God does exaft the forfeiture of every one of us> and 

x 

by confequence his juftice, as to that offencq, is fatis- 
fied in all its demands. But this, fay fome* is falfc, 
for hell was our due as well as death ; and from that 
Chrifl has freed every one that will believe. I.anfwer ; 
it is ftrange that Chrifl fhould free believers, from 
one part of the punifhment and not from the other : 
The feriptures no where reveal this fecret, and for 
that reafon we need not believe it. 

Hell is the punifhment which is due to the breach 
of the fecond covenant, and not of the firft 5 no\tf 
neither has Chrifl freed us from this by any thing 
that he has done and fuffered for us. He by his righ- 
teoufnefs did indeed procure for us a new covenant, 
and this new covenant of grace propofes life and 

A 

pardon, on condition that we will believe its promifes ? 
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fincerely endeavour to obey its precepts, and repent 
of fin; and they are truly the breakers of this cove- 
nant who live in a continued courfe of difobedience 
thereunto* and die at laft in final impenitence. Now 
for fuch finners as thefe there does remain no facri-j 
fice ; Chrift never died for the redemption of luch, 

and by confeq.uence can no-ways be faid to fuffer in 

* 

their ftead. 

OF THE OBJECT OF DIVINE WORSHIP, 

Some object, that Jefus muff be God, becaufc it 
is recorded that his name, in the mofl primitive times 
of the gofpel, was called upon ; fee Atts ix. 14. and 
xxii, 16. I anfwer ; it is difficult to underftand 
rightly what is there meant by calling on his name : 
This is certain, that the feripture no where enjoins 
us to make Chrift the object of divine worfhip ; it 
does rather exprefsly intimate the contrary. Our 
Lord forewarns his difciples not to afk any thing of 
him after his afeenfion, but bids them afk the Father 
in his name,- John xvi. 23, 24, 26. 

And when our Lord taught his own difciples to 
pray, he bids them fay, r Our Father zvhich art in bca- 
ven , Mat. vi. 9. He does not direct them to fay, O 
Chrift hear us He tells the Samaritan woman, that 
in the following times the true zvorjhippers Jhoulcl 
worjhip the Father , John iv. 23. It was the doctrine 
of St. Paul, that in every thing by prayer and fuppli- 
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-cation we fhould let our requefts be made known 

unto God, 'Phil. iv. 6. And his own practice was 

according to his doctrine, 1 bow my knee (faith he) 

to the Father cf our Lord Jefus Chrjft , Eph. iii. 14. 

and in many other places, God or the Father, not 

Chrift, is mentioned as the alone^ objedt of divine 
% 

adoration and petition : And it is worth noting, that 
Chrift himfclf, whofe example and footfteps we 

9 

fhould follow, prayed always to his Father, and never 
did fo much as once petition any other perfon of the 
fuppofed trinity. 

And as to thankfgiving, it is plainly faid to be 
the will of God, that we fhould do all in the name 
of the lord Jefus, giving thanks to God and the 
Father by him, Col. iii. 17. And in another place 
we are commanded to give thanks always unto God 
and the Father , in the name of Jefus Chrift , Eph. v. 20. 
And accordingly we read in a great number of places 
in the New Teftament, how the apoftles gave God 
thanks through Jefus Chrift. 

Jefus our lord is faid in feripture to appear in the 
prefence of God for us , Heb. ix. 24. To bean advocate 
for finners , 1 John ii. 1. Fo make intercejjion for the 
jaints , Rom. iii. 34. To be the Mediator between 
.God and men , 1 Tim. ii. 5. Fhe minifter of the new 
covenant, Heb. viii. 6. All which proves him to be 
the perfon that pleads our caufe, that foiicits our ac- 
ceptance, the great tranfacdor and manager of all 

affairs 
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affairs between God and us ; but it no-ways intimates 
any divine worfllip due to himfelf. 

And indeed fhould we put Chrift inftead of the 
true God, and make him the alone ohjedt of divine 



prayer and thankfgiving. 



in whofe name then fhall 



we approach the throne of grace ? and by whom 



fhall we render thanks to God ? who fhall be our 



interceflor, our advocate, our mediator ? For my 
part I know but of one mediator, and that is 
the man Chrift Jefus, I Tim. ii. 5. and he only is 
the mediator between us men and the one true God, 
whom I before have proved to be only the father of 
Jefus Chrift- 

To make our lord Chrift therefore the object of 
our divine addreftes is as much as in us lies to de- 



prive him of his mediatory office, which alfo by con- 
fequence is to deny him to be the fon of God, even 
the beloved in whom alone we are accepted, Eph . i. 6* 
Yea, and by this we deny alfo the godhead of the 
Father, in whofe ftead we do by this means place 
Chrift, than which there can be nothing in this world 
that is more truly antichriftan j fee 1 *John ii. 22. 

Now from the aforegoing arguments it is evident, 
that whatever the fenfe of the objected places be, yet 
they cannot mean that which the objeftor intends, 
fince in vaftly more numerous and plain places the 
fciiptures make God and not Chrift to be the alone 
object of our divine addreftes. 
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OF THE NOVELTY OF THE UNITARIAN 

DOCTRINE. 

Some objetft againft the do&rine cf God’s being 
but one in perfon the novelty thereof, that it is but 
of yefterday in comparifon to that which aflerts a 
trinity, which is, they fay, of at Ieaft 1600 and odd 
years ftanding. I anfwer, that the objedtor is greatly 
miftaken : for can that be a new doctrine which has 
the greateft and the moft plain part of the fcripture 
for its foundation ? The doctrine of God’s being but 
one in perfon is in the former part of this work proved 
to be exprefsly and plainly contained both in the old 
and new Teftament, and by confequence mud needs 
be as ancient as the fcriptures are. 

The long continuance of the contrary do£trine, if 
it were as ancient as the obje&ors affirm, is yet no 
argument of its real truth. We read, that foon after 
the good wheat was fown, the enemy began to 
fprinkle tares- in the field'} Mai . xiii. 25. And the 
myftery of iniquity began to work even in St, Paul's 
time, z ^TbeJJ. ii. 7. So that it is no wonder, that 
fome errors, as fuppofe this of the trinity,, be almoft 
of equal Handing to the greateft truths : for where 
God has a- church, the devil always has a cliappeL 
It is not the long or fhort continuance of any doc- 
trine, as to its profeffion, that makes it authentic, but 
that foundation of reafon and fcripture on which it is 
built : A tenet is not therefore true becaufe of its 

long 
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long or general belief, if at the fame time it con- 
tradicts felf- evidence, and the general current of the, 
facred feriptures. 

OP SCRIPTURE MYSTERIES. 

Some object,, that much of the feripture is mere 

\ 

myftery ; and therefore fince all feripture is the object 
of our faith, we muft fometimes believe things which 
we cannot comprehend. I anfwer, if we are to be- 
lieve myfteries when, clearly revealed, yet it docs not 
from thence follow, that therefore we mutt believe 
impoffibilities and contradictions. A juft God can 
never lay on us a neceffity of fubmitting to thofe 
terms and conditions of falvation which we cannot 
poffibly underflandv Hence it follows,, that fuclx 
obfeure myfteries as evidently do contradict other 
plain truths, do no-ways concern us,, fo long as we 
are in the dark as to their true fenfe and meaning. 

When a myftery is plainly expreffed in feripture, as 
when it is faid,. a virgin did conceive a fon, or that 
alL men fliall rife again, or that Chrift Avail judge 
the world,, and no other plain feripture contradicts 
it, neither, is it- contrary to human reafon ; we arc 
then to believe it, though, it may be above our un- 
derftanding. to conceive which way the power of God 
fhould enable a virgin to conceive, or in what man- 
ner our fcattered duft {hall be recolleCted and revived, 
or how our blefTed faviour can be made fit for fo great 
a work as an unlverfa! judge*. 

But 
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Bat if fome places- infcripture had faid thefe things,, 
but others more numerous and plain had affirmed 
the contrary, or had it contradicted any felf- evident 
principle of reafon,; we ‘might then have rejected the 

belief thereof as fafely and with as good authority as 
we now do that of the popifh tranfubftantiation, wliich 
by the way is as expreisly contained in fcripture as is 
that of the trinity. 

But for myfteries of a more doubtful nature, fuch 
as want the qualifications before exprefted, they can 
no-ways oblige our faith, fo long as their true mean- 
ing lies hid in obfeurity of expreflion. There will be 
a time when all fecret things fhall be revealed, and all 
hidden things fliall be brought to light, for which we 
muft wait with patience, and not pretend, as fome 
do, to explain even what is mod hard and difficult, 
by fuch notions as are purely unintelligible y, for this 
is but the more to confound their minds which were 
at a lofs before. 

It -is true,, if any man 1 can" rationally explain a 
myftery, he then does good fervice both to God and 
man ; but this we are infallibly certain is never done, 
when the fenfe that is given of a doubtful place of 
fcripture is contrary not only to the general current 
of the reft of the word of God, but is alfo a contra- 
diction to the moft felf-evident fentiments of human 
underftanding. 

But fome may fay, if fuch paflages as thefe are fo 
generally to be overlooked in the bufinefs of religion, 

why 
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4vhy then did God caufe them to be recorded in the 
/acred fcripture ? X anfwer, that it may as well be 
afked, why God made fo many forts of fmall, and, as 
we think, ufelefs infedts to live upon the earth, fince 
we know not what benefit they are of to the world ? 
Doubtlefs God, who does nothing in vain, made 
them for fome great ends, though cur ftiort-fighted 
underflanding -cannot perceive what thofe excellent 
ends of his are Even fo like wife will his wifdom be 
manifefted fome way or other, by what to us is yet 
hard to be underflood in fcripture. And though we 
are ignorant of the true meaning of many of the moft 
obfeure apd doubtful parts thereof, yet the ends and 
purpofes of. God in caufing them to be written either 
are or {hall in due time be accomplifhed. 

In the mean time we ought to magnify that mani- 
;feft goodnefs of God, who hath -communicated to 
mankind fuch a number of plain and evident precepts 
as will be fully Sufficient for .falvation, if we carefully 
obferve then). All are concerned in the bufinefs 
of life eternal, therefore hath God given us laws fuit- 
able to our GOmmoncapacities : The gofpel of Chrift 
was preached to the poor, which intimates that the 
glad tidings of falvation did not confift of unintel- 
ligible myfleries, but of fuch plain and evident notions 
.as did fit the underftandings of the loweft people- 
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OF FAITH AND REASON. 

■ 

There are a fort of people in the world of feveral 
falfe perfuafions, who, when they can no longer main- 
tain their errors againft the power of true reafon, fly to 
faith as their laft refuge, and tell us, that it is by faith 
only that we are made able to overtime the world \ 

9 

I John v. 4. And that therefore it is neceflary for 
men to believe what yet they cannot comprehend. 

To this I anfwer, that faith indeed is the chief 
duty of the chriftian religion, becaufe it is the belief 
of God’s promifes and threatnings that does engage 
mankind to the obedience of his precepts : Few, I 
doubt, would be religious, were there no fear of hell, 
nor hopes of heaven. It is faid, that oil things ore 
fojjible to him that believes , Mark ix. 23. which in 
other words imports, that no difficulty nor hazard, 
how great foever, fhall be able to flop them in their 
chriftian race : And in this fenfe it only is, that faith 
is faid to be the vidlory that overcometh the world. 

But though it is only a firm perfuafion of the truth 
of God’s promifes and threatnings that infpires the 
faithful with courage to overcome and conquer the 
temptations not only of the devil, but of the lufts of 
this world too ; yet this is no argument , that therefore 
we mufl ajfent to that which we fee no re of on to believe \ 
for then we might be every whit as liable to believe 
things faife as things that are true. 



Wherefore 
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Wherefore it behoves us to be very watchful ana 
circumfpeCt in avoiding falfe principles ; for error of 
any kind will rather make us flaves to the devil, than 
enable us to overcome and conquer him. As there- 
fore thou oughteft to embrace truth wherefoever thou 
doft find it, fo be as ready to relinquifli errors, when 
by carefully examining into religion thou haft dis- 
covered them to be fuch ; for it is in every ref pool as 
heroic an a cl of faith to . believe ourf elves in the wrong 
when we really are fo, as it is to adhere JledfaJlly to a 
truth undoubted . 

Know then that no kind of faith can be true that is 
certainly unreafonablc, for the light of nature is as 
fauch God’s law as divine revelation ; and none muft 
ever think, that God’s law can contradict itfelf. 
Right felf-evident reafon is the only tcuchftone that 
men have to diftinguifh truth from error : and it is 
the agreement even of feripture with this reafon that 
makes us know it to be the word of God j it is not 
our forefathers faying fo , but the ex ad? concurrence of the 
ivitnefs of Our fpirit and that tcjlimovy . 

And though fome would perfuade us not at all to 
truft to reafon in matters of religion \ yet it is obferv- 
able, that thofe very men that exclaim moft againft it 
are yet necefiitated to give reafons of their ov/n to 
prove, if it were pofiible, that your reafon is not to 
be relied on : and certainly that guide muft needs be 
moft fafe, whom the whole world, in feme kind or 
other, do find it fo neccflary to follow. 

F 
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OF THE TRUE NATURE OF RELIGION. 

It is certain* that the laws of religion are defigned 
by God for _ the only good of mankind* he forbids 
fome things and commands others, only becaufe the 
one is prejudicial to man's well-being, and the other 
is abfolutely iieceflary to his peace and happinefs. In 
order then to the true happinefs of this life, there is 
required a fui table way of living, even fuch as re- 
fpedts the univerlal good of the whole kind ; which, 
in fhort, is that which men call a life of holinefs, or 
a life perfectly free from every kind of injuftice or 
mifehief both to one’s felf and -others. 

And as for the heavenly ftate, that is a ftate of 
perfect goodnefs and purity ; and it is impoftible, that 
any one can take delight in that divine kind of life 
hereafter, which he hated here : And for that reafon 
could the wicked be admitted into heaven, yet then 
would they be unhappy, by reafon that there none of 
thofe bafe and ignoble pleafures would be found 
which their corrupted minds on earth did love and 
admire. It is then only a good life on earth that can 
fit us for the heavenly inheritance. 

Now this goodnefs of life, fo neccflary to man’s 
both prefentand future blifs, does not confift infpecu- 
lation, but in pradfice. Belief is of no other ufc 
than as it cnacls obedience ; and that is the reafon, 
that the day of judgment is reprefented as taking no 
notice of the opinions, but of the practices of men. 

Have 
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Have you fed the hungry ? Have you death eel the 
naked? Have you vifited the fie k ? Mat . xxv. 36. 
At that great folemnity the enquiry will not be, what 
had you in the world ? or what did you profefs ? but 
what good deeds have you done therein ? how has your 
care been to promote the univerfal good of rational 
beings? Have you renounced the luft of the flefh, 
the luff of the eye,, and the pride of life ? 1 John ii. 26. 
and lived foherly , and right eoufly , and godlily in this fire - 
f cut world ? "Tit . ii. 12. and done and loved 

mercy , and walked humbly zuith God ? Mich. vi. 8. 

Now if it is the goodnels of our practice that is the 
one thing neceifary to falvation, then the dilbelieving 
either a few doubtful, or elfe a few unreafonable opini- 
ons, can never be dangerous. Let us then (as to the point 
now under examination) alk ourfelves but this one 
queftion, Will the belief of the do&rine of a trinity 
make me a more merciful and righteous man than I 

fhallbe if I did profefs the contrary ? Will it make me 

* 

love and honour God better ? Will it make the fervicc 
which I render to his Divine Majefty a more reafonable 
fervice ? And if on ferious confideratron you find it 
will not, then it is plain that the. Unitarian faith, 
which denies a trinity of perfons in the Godhead, is 
much to be preferred, fince it is not perplexed with 
fuch contradictions to human underftanding, but 
depends on more plain and noble evidences, and does 
alfo in all refpeCts whatfoever effectually fecure a good 
lifiej which, when all is done, is the very foul and 
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life of religion, and will iland by a man when hypofia~ 
tlcal unions , and mutual confcioufnefs , and Somewhats ? 
will prove but poor things to depend upon for fal- 
vation. 

There can be no danger of damnation for not aflent- 
ing to fuch myfterious notions as men can at no 
tolerable rate underftand, fuch as is that of the 
dodlrine of a trinity, ( which makes the divine 
paver of the Godhead to refide hi three diflinff perfons , 
avhefe confutation is like that of a free fate , rather than 
the nine divine government of a fugle monarchy) if 
in the mean time they believe heartily the plain 
doctrine revealed in God's word, and live up truly to 
the undoubted precepts which the chriftiun religion 
commands, which I am certain does no where fay, 
that unlefs ye believe that three perfons are truly God 5 
ye (hall certainly be damned • 



SALVATION AND THE BELIEF OF THE 

TRINITY NOT INCONSISTENT. 



Ir is obje£ted as dangerous to believe the do£trine 
of God’s being but one in perfon, becaufe we fhould 
hereby, as much as in us lies, exclude from falvation 
all thole pious and juft men who in former ages have 
lived and died in the belief of a trinity. I anfwer ; the 
wifdom of the Unitarian do&rine never was fo uncha- 
ritable as to fuppofe this *, yet doubtlefs the belief of a 

trinity muft needs much kflen their future happinefs, 

thou ah 
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though not wholly debar them of falvation : And 
therefore to perfift therein, after due admonition efpe- 
daily, is very imprudent and dangerous. 

It is plain, that though thole who believe a trinity 
do believe more than either God or Chrift do require 
as necefTary to falvation, yet together or therewith 
many perfons do alfo believe all the chief fundamentals 
in religion that are requifite to fave them ; and there- 
fore their hope and truft in God's mercy on one hand 
may out-ballance their error on the other. If God 
winked at the ignorance of the virtuous gentiles, how 
can we imagine that he fhould not be gracious to the 
hcedlefs and unwitting errors of the humble and con- 
trite-hearted chriftian ? 

If any man (faith the apoftle) build on the foundation 
hay , and ftraiv , and Jlubble^ that is, do&rine that will not 
Hand the teft of truth, he fait fuff er lofs ; yet he himfclf 
faille favedy but fo as by fire y 1 Cor. iii. 15. that is, 
with great difficulty he lhall efcape damnation. If 
God fhould be extreme to mark what is done ami Is, 
no man could ftand in judgment before him; as it is 
in Pfalm clxiii. 2. and exxx. 3. All falvation is of 
the free grace and mercy of God , who pardons iniquity , 
tranjgreffion and fin , Exod . xxxiv. 7. A. good life will 
make great abatements upon the account of a bad 
faith ; Ma\y rejoicctb againjl judgment , Jam. ii. 13. 
and charity fall cover a multitude of fis y 1 Pet. iv. 8. 

But though it is poffible for a man to be faved in 
this faith, who otherwife has lived well, yet it will 

F 3 doubtlcfs 
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doubdefs much 1 often his future happinefs, for error of 
any kind is the fruitful parent of many mifchiefs ; it 
betrays us into abfurditics, and involves us in many 
unwarrantable words and aftions. As our faith is, fa 
will our practice be apt to be, and ccnfequently error 
in one refpetfl or other will be apt to make mens lives 
lefs innocent ; and the lefs innocent our actions are, 
the lefs doubtlefs will our reward hereafter be : For 
the eternal glories, compared to that of the fun , and moon 
and far s*) i Cor. xv, will be in proportion to the de- 
grees of our chriftian perfection. They therefore 
whofe religion is fuch only as will but juft prefer ve 
them from damnation mu ft not expert fo large a 
ftiare of the divine recompences, as by God's grace 
is due to the enlarged capacity of the more exactly 
knowing and undefiled foul. 

But notwith (landing what has been faid on the be- 
half of thofe other wile good livers who have not been 
ignorant of the truth merely out of malice and defign, 
I add, that in cafe men of falfe principles-vst told plainly 
that they are in the Wrong, and yet they ftill do ob- 
ftinately perfift therein, and refufe to confider ferioufly 
the arguments both of feripture and reafon that are 
offered to convince them •, I fee not hoW in any cafe 
it is pofTible for fuch to be faved : for this is truly and 
plainly to rejeft the counfeiof God, and to do defpitc 
to *he fpiritof grace. 
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by what nature the world was 

REDEEMED. 

When men have argued whatever they can about 
the neceftity of Chrift his being truly God, that fo the 
facrifice he offered might be of merit fufRcient to 
anfwer the demands of God’s moft infinite juft ice ; 
yet after all it muft be acknowledged, that our peace 
was made with God, only by the holy life and death 
of an human perfon : for nothing that is truly God 
can die or fhed blood, but it is by bloody even the 
blood of a dying Jefus , that we are cleanfcd from all 
fin y i John u 7. And this his death for our redemp- 
tion is an undeniable inftance to prove, that his per- 
fon was truly human. 

Chrift: Jefus our lord was undoubtedly filled with 
the divine fpirit, for in him dwelt the fulnefs of the 
godhead s but this cjid not make him God, any more 
than a believer fhali be made God by receiving of bis 
fulnefs , John i. 16. or by being partaker of the divine 
nature promifed to fuch, 2 Pet . i. 4. It only fitted 
him for the work of redemption : he by that eminent 
inhabitation of the divine fpirit became able to fur- 
mount all temptations to fin ; and it was only the 
undefiled obedience of his life, even, unto death, that 
made the facrifice which he offered unto God ac- 
ceptable. 

The blood that was (bed to manifeft: the intire obe- 
dience of Jefus unto God was no other than the blood 
of a moft holy and excellent mans it was not fhe blood 

of 
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of God, as fome menrafhly do affirm : On the crofs he 

% 

that thus died cried out. My G of my God 7 why h'qfl 
thou forfaken me ? Now for him to be God that thus 
prayed to God, is, I think, impoffible. Wherefore 
it is evident, that he who thus died was not a true 
deity ) and yet it was by him that died that the world 
was redeemed \ for which blejjed be the Lord God of 
Ilrael, who hath thus vifited and redeemed his people^ and 
hath raifed up a mighty falvation for us ' out of the houfe 
of hisfervant David, Luke i. 68, 69* 

A GENERAL RULE FOR ANSWERING ALL 

OBJECTIONS. 

Having confidercd and anfwered the principal 
objections, urged in favour of the doCtrine which afferts 
JefuS'Chrift to be truly God, in oppoution to that of 
his being only, the man who is the ?nediator between God 
andtnen , 1 Tim. ii. 5. or that which afferts, that none 
is God but the father of Chrift, it will be needlefs to 
confute thofe other little objections which Rill remain ; 
fince when the chiefeR flrength that does uphold an 
error is overthrown, it is not in the power of fome 
little props to maintain and fupport it : neverthelefs , 
^eR the minds of fome fhould thereby be perplexed, I 
here lay down one general rule, by which all other 
objections may be.eafily refuted, and that is this : 

If any principle in religion be true by the greater 
and by the plainer number of evidences, it can never 
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be falfeby a few in number, or by them that are dark 

and doubtful. 

* 

If then the arguments to prove the true God to be 
only the father of Jefus Chrift are more in number, 
and plainer to be underftood,. than thofe are which 
are objected in favour of the contrary, you need 
then only to reply thus, that the proofs that make for 
it are more both in number and weight, than thefe 
that are againft it ^ and that therefore it would be un- 
pardonable to fuffer fuch trifles to unfettle and {hake 
your faith. 

Suppofe a man objects againft tlie do£fcrine of 
God’s being but one in perfon this text. Let us 
make ?nan , Gen. i. 26. and endeavour to prove from 
thence, that God is more than one in perfon, is it 
reafonable to fuffer this to alter your judgment, when 
for that one pafiage, us y urged in favour of the belief 
of more perfons than one, you have ten thoufand that 
mention God to be but only one, in fuch terms as 
thefe, /, thou-) tne , he y his ? And as for the terms of 
zve y they , them 9 &c. they are • not mentioned in 
feripture fo much as once, as applied to God alone. 

If every fingle objedlion that is flatted fhould be 

admitted to be of authority fufficient to invalidate the 

* 

beft and cleareft proofs ; or if every hard and doubtful 
pafiage ii: feripture were enough to overthrow all them 
that are clear and plain, then all true religion would 
foon be at end : for fome plaufible exceptions maybe 
made againft the chiefeft and plaiueft truths in religion* 

othe rwife 
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ocher wife fo many falfe.and erroneous opinions would' 
not have obtained that authority that they have in the 
world. 

Indeed when we are told plainly, that we are in an 
error, and arguments truly confiderablc are at the fame 
time offered to undeceive us, we ought then to fuffer 
ourfelvcs to be convinced : for if what is thus urged 
carries with it fo much clear evidence as makes it: 



undoubted, die changing then of our opinions will 
not only be reafonable but very honourable too, fince 



nothing is more ignoble and fanfc than to be a flave to 



error, from which not any thing in this world but 



truth can free us. 



OF THE TRUE NOTION OF THE HOLY GI-IOST. 

It is plain from the general analogy of true faith 

grounded on fcripture-evidence, that the holy ghofl is 

no diftincl perfon fubfifling of himfelf j for then it is 

clear, that our Lord could not be the fon of him who 

/ 

is now called God the father, or the firft perfon in the 

fuppofed trinity, fince it is plain that the Virgin 

Mary" s conception was occafioned by the overfiadow - 

ingof the Holy Ghofl , Luke u 35.. which all' trinitarians 

acknowledge to be the third perfon, and not the firft: 

It is exprefly faid, that that which zvas conceived in her 

was of the holy gh oft , Mat. i. 20. And that fie was with 

child by him y Mat.i. 18. Wherefore it is evident from. 

thefe additional words, and the power of the highejl 

fiail 




Jhall overjhacloiv thee , Luke i. 35. that the holy 
-ghoft is only that divine and invifible power of God, 
v by which he works his will and pleafure in the wo rid ; 
and by confequence, that God, and the fpirit of God, 
are no more two diftinft perfons than man and the 
fpirit of man are'; for to the one the other is compared 
in the facred feripture, 1 Cor . ii. 11. And as the 
members of man’s body do fecretly and wonderfully 
obey the dictates of his will or -mind, fo, and much 
more fo, do all creatures aft, and are commanded 
by the Almighty power of 'God’s divine and 1110ft 
wife will and pleafure. 

When therefore all the cleft people of God are faid 
to be fa notified by the holy ghoft, it muft be under- 
Rood of that new temper and inclination of mind 
which God by his divine and invifible power does 
work or c^ufe in men. When he powerfully raifes 
up'in them holy thoughts, and excites in their minds 
new defirCs, he is then truly faid to fanclify them by 
his fpirit ; and when men wilfully reject thofe motions 
to goodnefs, which God by his power does raife up 
in them, they are then truly faid to refift, and grieve, 
and quench his fpirit. 

And'v/hcreas the fpirit is faid to receive, and to be 
fent, from whence fome would infer its diftinft per- 
fonality : it is replied, that thefe are but improper 
expreflions, fuch as are before noted to be fpoken of 
God and Chrift ; they are words fitted to our dull 
apprehenfions rather than- to the true nature of the 

fpirit 
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fpirit iifclf, even as God is reprefented as having the 
actions and paflions of a man, and to come down from 
Heaven, when yet we know that he is already every 
where, though our mortal eyes have not powers fitted 
to perceive him : He that filleth all things can no-ways 
be capable of moving out of his place. Such ex- 
pre (lions as fchefe therefore are plainly improper, and 
muff: not be underftood literally, or as at firft fight 
they feem to exprefs* 

77* C O NGLUS ION 

TO what has been laid on this fubjedf, I will oitly 
add this one folemn proteftation* that as what I here 
offer is grounded on the dilates only of plain and po- 
fitive fcripturc, and the moft evident and perfect: rea- 
fon, as I humbly judge 5 So the- defign of this its 
publication is the alone glory of God Almighty, and 
the Church’s peace, which no -ways can be eftablifhed 
firmly but on the foundations of truth. 

And though 1 am fenfible the work is not performed 
with that exadtnefs as to be in every part without re- 
proof, yet I am fatisfied that in the main I have 
therein managed the true caufe of God and Religion. 

Never thelefs, I have a fee ret diftruft within me, 
that what I here offer will not be kindly received : 
for my beft endeavours muft not expe£t to find better 
fuccefs than did thofe of my blefled lord and mafter ; 
who, though he /poke as never- man fpake , and con- 
firmed 
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firmed his do&rine with fuch miracles as did de- 
monftrate him to be a teacher fent of God \ yet was 
believed on but by a few: The praife of men was 
then generally much more, beloved than the praife of 
God; John xii. 43. 

And I doubt the cafe is ftill the fame ; men now 

^ m 

feek their own and not the things of Jefus Chrift, 
Phil. ii. 21. They that love riches will hardly run 
the hazard of lofing any temporal preferment for the 
fake of truth. Others will be averle from acknow- 
ledging themfelves in a miftake, who before have been 
honoured with the repute both of orthodox and learned • 
men ; and thofe who have been long prepofleffed with 
the contrary perfuafion will hardly relinquifh it, 

A 

though the beft of reafons be offered to convince them 

O 

of their error. 

In (hort, the religion of mankind generally is but 
a felf-righteoufnefs, a law rather of their own making 
than of God’s appointing. There are but very few 
that in all things do either live or believe as the gofpel 
dire&s them : the whole world does for the moft part 
prefer fome fcnfelefs humour before facred truth, and 
that immortal blifs to which it would condufi them. 



THE END . 
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